
Mathews, Richard

Johnathan Edelson uede/son-{)kstate@lane-ag.org]
Thursday, March 07, 200211:36AM
Mathews, Richard
Iwalton@dow.com%inter2
Spinosad petition

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Dear Mr. Mathews:

I am writing to you in regards to a pending decision on registering spinosad
products for organic production under USDA regulations. ! am a research
entomologist and have spent most of my career developing IPM programs for
commercial vegetable crop producers in the southern U.S. A significant
group of the producers is of course focused on organic production. I have
also worked for several years with spinosad products in small rePlicated
trials determining efficacy and developing use patterns for producers.

I arn convinced that the products are exce:l/ent in terms of targeted efficacy
for managing lepidopterous and thrips pests of vegetable crops. My review
of the safety information indicates that the materials are environmentally
benign and of extreme low toxicity to non-target organisms including humans.
I would not hesitate to recommend the products for commercial or home owner
use whether the target market is organic or not. Based on review of current
labels for organic pesticides including those for B.t. products it appeC!rs
to me that the spinosad products fit the same niche in terms of efficacy andenvironmental effects. .

The organic producers have great need for this product as a choice in
developing an insecticide resistance management strategy as insects
including the diamondback moth increasingly come under pressure and develop
resistance to the B. t. products.

If you have questions feel free to contact mec

Jonathan Edelson, Professor of Entomology
Oklahoma State University
jedefson-okstate@lane-ag.org
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Benham, Katherine

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Betty Bingham [cbingham@poka.comj
Tuesday, April 09, 20022:45 PM
Benham, Katherine
Support for the substance Spinosad

Dear Katherine Bonham and National Organic Standards Board,

I am writing in support of the petition for the inclusion of Spinosad on the
NOSB list of approved organic substances. From an organic farmer's
perspective, Spinosad is very effective in controlling insect pests (beet
army worms and bollworms), has very low to no impact on beneficial insects,
has very low toxicity to environment (short time before reentry), and is
cost effective.

Sincerely,
Cliff Bingham

Bingham Organic Farm
Rt. 1, Box 67A
Meadow, TX 79345
Home phone: 806-585-6365
Fax: 806-585-6365Mobile: 

806-893-8693
Email: cbingham@poka.com

Dates that I would be available to make comments in support of Spinosad are:
May 7th, anytime after 2:00 pm (this day is my preference) or May 8th
(anytime that day)

1
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April 8, 2002

Memorandum to:
3astiaan "Bart" M. Drees I

Coordinator ~
,

412 Minnie Bell H~ep Bldg. 'I
Texas A&M Uni"~sj[y

College Station, TX ;
77843.2475 i

Phnnp: 4Oq/1\4~.'iP,q~ ;
Fax: 409/845.7029

IE~il: b-dreeS@tamu.edu
Web: fireant.tamu.edu

Mr. Richard Mathews
Acting Program Manager
USDA-AMS- TM-NOP
Room 251 a-South Building
1400 and Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, DC 20250-0020
Telephone: (202) 720-3252
Fax: (202) 205-7808

Spinosad PetitionSubject

Dow AgroSciences has submitted a petition for the organic
certification of the active ingredient Spinosad to the USAD office of
National Organic Standards Board (NOSB) last summer. The
NOSe will consider this petition during their meeting on May 7,
2002 in Austin, Texas. The Dow AgroSciences petition is now
posted on Nose web site ,httQ://www.ams.usda.govtnopl for
comments. This memorandum w~~ dev~lup~u lu ~uppurl U1e
organic certificatiopn of spinosad.

Justice Fire Ant Bait is registered for use to control red
imported fire ants in a number of sites induding pastureland and
landscapes. This i5 on of the few bait-fonnulated ant bajt products
that could be considered "organic" because of its origins and
formulation. In responding to public pressure to develop "organic"
fire ant control products, we support the organic certification of
sipnosad by NOSB. For ~dditional information about firc ant control
a organic control options, visit httg:J/fireanttamu.edu and see under
"materials" and "fact sheets" FAPFSO12. Please contact me if you

need additional support information.

Sincerely J

Bastiaanj,M. '

Professor of Entomology and
Texas Fire Ant Project. Coordinator

Texas Imported Fire Ant Research & Management Plan
Tt:~ A~Ij("1,IIlurQI ~pt:liment Station. Texas Agrlculrural EXl:enslon Service. Texas forks and wIldlife LJepartmenr

Texas Department of Agric.uJture .Texas Ted1 University. The Univel'Sity of Texas

Together We Can Lessen the Sting of the Are Ant Problem
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QUINCO INC.
POBox 1552 Marysville, CA 95901

Mr. Ricbard ~
ACljDgPft)gramMaDager
USDA-AM£- TM-NOP
Room 231o-SO1dh bui]diDg
1400 add J~"'--1""---:-~ A~ SW
Wasbin~ DC 202:50.0020
Rc: SpinDSad petition

Dear Mr. M3bews:

I am. writing to 1D'gr; the gnmtiDg of ~ orpnic st8us fiJr the adivc ~ ~--:

I am an orplic wa1OIJt grower in NCJI ~ Ca1ifOJ:I1ja. Our:mr:m is (;eI1ificd by CCOF. 1lre 2001 wahmt

~, wbicb was ~ ~ in (ktd)er, was our :filS: (J:I1ifieJ1 mpoic crq1. UDfiJltl ~. it was ~

da ma p by Wa1m4 Husk Fly. The tI.n. ~ was ., ~ that tile DDt5 tbat ~ saJabte ~ worth
only abalt half of tt.: vahM: 1ba ky woold have broogbt ~ cMma8c In ..dIfitinn to tile .1cc:i-~

maIket -val1Ie, I e5fj~~ tbat we -u~a1 the complete]~ of app-osia8tely IS 10 20 pat:=lIt afthc~-

The ~ t of me damagc tOOt we SII ~ was ~ ~ I ~ ~ ~ i W c bI.I 1M) Husk Fly damage be-

fQIC beginning our aJmICI5iOD to orpnic glOOWiDg. We ssw aIDKJ5t DO ~ to tfM: 1999 crop (die ~

season ofU3nsition t(M'aJd certified organic SIa1DS). The 2tm aop (au- sccond ~ aftransitioo)

9IfrcRd miIXlr daD2gc but dXI ~gc was not ~~ ~ to ~ any rcdIx:tiaDS in «IT ~

~ ftom the coQVeDtj~ haINDcr wtK) ~ the cop. A~. we }aid a D8j<Jr dIange in

Husk. fly populmimlS ~ die 2000 and 200 1 ~ Our pest CODI1Ol adYjs)r ;lMiicalCd rbat hc 1:&1

never ~ a popub1ion {PJitc Jikc it.
We ~ 110 m=lial aJlowcd IaMb" ~ rub wid1 wbiI;h to bat. Oar ~~ wac to

splay with alk)DoQrpll ic material and kxIIe our ~ saams. Or we cc.IId cI.x.e to oo~iDB ~ k=P
t1!C ~ atus. W e ~ ~ 10 spay. -nx: tbougbt of kxmDg all of the orpujc effod aIMi ~ that we

had ~ oyer tho lEst 3 years was c:k:vastating. We J8l too much imIcstcd to qua.

Gi~ tbc = of the ~OD. bst yair, it is ua1ib1y that~ <:an be ~~"&I ia!IM: fiItIJIe widICMIt a

material to teduce dJe ~ ~ d8s ~ y CAr d«:isi 01\ i,,-.Jing ~ migiK 'YaY ~ ckSa"-

mioe weather or ~ -can amtiuue to fann ~ wab8Its «- ---maL1y. Please daa '1 dIjvc ~ lib ..,.-

~ back: iqo ~1 ~.!-~ bccausc we an't aft'0Id to sas1ain tJx: lRI~ IasM:s wIIid1 S~

can~
~ ~ to be a ~ maa=iaI for 0IgaDic ~0WeI:s. It..a ~ dcriYed, 1I8RUaIly

cxx:urring organism It ~ for a rda:tivcly ~ tilDe aIKi ~ titde risk: at toxicity. F many. it will

~ many ~ IatS ~ SIC 18 \o~eod,. ~ by existing ~~...::~Jly certified ~ tIad)y

anowing ~ food to be gI'QWD «pajcaI1y.

~.JtLp ~.t..J
MikeNal8d

c ~ M8D8p
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WASHINGTON STATE
V {~J~~IVERStIY

'--
David Granatstein, C8nter for SUS1aining Agriculture and Natura! Resources, WSU, 1100 N. Western Ave.,
Wenatchee. WA 98801; Tel. 509 663-8181 x222 FAX 509 662-8714 Internet: ranats@wsu.edu

Date: April 1, 2002

Mr. Richard Mathews
Acting Program Manager
USDA-AMS- TM-NOP
Room 251 O-South Building
1400 and Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, DC 20250-0020
Telephone: (202) 720-3252
Fax: (202) 205-7808

RE: Spinosad Petition

Dear Mr. Mathews,

I would like to submit this letter in support of NOSe approval of spinosad for organic farming
use. Given that organic farmers have relatively few effective pest management tools, access
to a low-risk material such as splnosad is important. As in any pest management program,
organic growers need a range of tools so they can practice effective resistance management.
Since spjnosad's mode of action is unique, this is a compelling reason to make the product
available.

Spinosad may be able to help manage a range of insect pests for which there are no good
organic controls at present. I can think of cherry fruit fly here in the state of Washington.
Spinosad has shown good activity against this pest, one for which there is zero tolerance in
certain geographical markets. Organic cherry acreage is set to double In 2002 In the state.
The current control measure, a pyreflin product, is not terribly effective. It is often used in 5
day intervals over a number of weeks. Spinosad could be key tool for the expandIng organic

cherry production.
'--,""'.~'-I remember how organic apple growers used 10 spray ryania up to 20 times per season in an

attempt to control codling moth. Then pheromone mating djsruption was Introduced and it has
led to dramatic expansion and improved quality of organic apples. I believe that spinosad
could playa similar role for organic cherries, as well as many other crops.

Thank you for considering my comments,

Sincerely,

~-"1A~:~f~/~~"" --:.:t~-:ti="-
David Granatsteln
Sustainable Agriculture Specialist



STATE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF FOOD AND AGRJCUL TURE
1220 N Street, Room A-316
Sacramento, CA 95814
Telephone: (916) 654-0317
Facsimile: (916) 654-1018

GRAY DAVIS. Governor

March 19,2002

Mr. Richard Mathews
USDA-AMS- TM-NOP
Room 251 O-South Building
1400 and Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, DC 20250-3252

Dear Mr. Mathews:

The California Department of Food and. Agriculture (CDFA) supports the petition of Dow
Agrosciences to register the active ingredient Spinosad as an organic insecticide with the
National Organic Standards Board.

The Department administers a comprehensive plant pest and prevention program including
exclusion, detection and eradication. Infestations of exotic fruit fly pests, such as the
Mediterranean fruit fly (Medfly), are occasionally found in California and require eradication. In
the past, the material of choice has been Malathion. However, since the treatment area often
includes organic growers the use of Malathion has been contentious. If Spinosad is registered
as an organic material it will enable us to more easily treat organic crops in the course of our
eradication programs.

Organic certification would also facilitate our pest exclusion efforts in that the MOSCAMED
(Medfly control and/or eradication) programs in Southern Mexico, Guatemala and Central
America would be encouraged to use Spinosad in the fruit fly treatment programs in those
countries. The use of an organic material would allow a broader use pattern within a more
comprehensive program, thus lowering the risk of fruit fly infestations in crops destined for the
North American market. The U.S. Department of Agriculture's National' Organic Standards
Board certification of Spinosad would encourage Mexico and other Central American countries
to pursue certification.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. As I said in my opening paragraph, the CDFA
strongly supports the certification of Spinosad as an organic material. If you would like further
information please contact me.

f'~1~~ 1 12:26

Respectfully,

L~k~~-z..LDon Henry / ~

Director
Plant Health and Pest Prevention Services

S. Mauchcc:
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March 22, 2002

Mr. Richard Mathews
Acting Program Manager
USDA-AMS- TM-NOP
Fax: 202/205-7808.

Dear Mr. Mathews;

I have just returned from a trip overseas and have read with great interest about the
potential for organic control of the olive fly. I am writing to express my support for
organic certification of , 'Spino sad" for control of the olive fruit fly. This pest has the

potential to devastate both the table olive and olive oil industries in California.
..Acceptable'" levels of olive fly damage -for the table olive industry are 2% or less; for tlu:.
oil industry.. 5-10% is the maximum degree of damage that will permit production of a
virgin olive oil. Last year, olive fly damage in pads of California exceeded 100%.
Under these conditions, organic table olive production is impossible, and organic olive oil
production will be severely compromised.

There is currently no allowed material for controlling this fly organically. Spinosad, a
natural soil bacterium cultured and produced for COmtnercial agricultural applications.
has been shown to be highly effective against the olive fly. In conversation with
certifying agencies, I have found universal support for the certification of the active
ingredient of S pinosa~

As an ofganic grower and producer of California' s finest organic extta virgin olive oil, I
believe Spinosad is an excellent candidate for certification by the National Orpc
Program. I urge you to act promptly to approve an appropriate fonnulation of Spinosad
and to enable California's organic olive growers to utilize this material for the 2002
season.

Mrs. Nan T. McEvoy
)"'. ..

PII().,I. 7f!7 ?7~ "(!7 !;A~ 7n! .'/R (!1?~ WWWM"FVOYIIl\Nr"tiC:c.,8 .
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03107 J2002 1 0: 45 AM

~T 0: ~ gtween@aphisguate. com@iQw

cc: Sue. d. mccombs@aphi:s. usda. rom. jsivinski@gainesvil/e. usda. uiL edu@i@gw
Subject !~aS~

Gordon:

Per Dr. McCombs, We offer the following intormation regarding the need for registering SUCCESS as an
organic baitfcr fruit flies. .

1. CPHST here in Florida.in coopereation with FDACS -Division of Plant Industry. have been
testing a unit,ie.L.adybild (Quest -So.Africa.) whidl will deliver low volumes of pes1icides by ground. In Initial
tests in citrus using sterile Caribbean friut fly. we havereccrded greater than 90% efficacy with less than 4802
per acre!;)f GF-12C1. We: will continue our studies in April and May Ot1hisyear to further reduce this dose and
are confident we can do so (with slight modifications to the product delivery ~'1em) and

2- Periferally. working with DPt -Bureau of Methods Development and BioCcntrcl.and ARS -Daniel
Moreno,Spinosad applied aerially or by ground application. when ccmparred to the stanard malithion
air/ground treatmets was as effecient as or better than the S1andard in tes1S using both sterile carib/moo flies.
You might wish to ccntad,if you have not already. Don Harris! Ed Bums ergarding their thoughs. They have
recently published their findings and

3. In addition 10 the favorable past/recent past studies ie..RendoNargas. as to the effect on
parasitcids of our fruit fly. John Sivinski and I would !iketc look at other benificials (some ofwhid1 are

Tephritids) which havenot been yet studied before Spinosad receives my (Our?) full endorsement. Some of

tl1is work we would like to initiate This ApriVMay.

Hope this helpsyou r

Tim
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03106/2002 09:04 AM

To: Timothy.C.HoIIer@qphi3.u:sdagov,Joseph L StewartJFUAPHISIUSDA. Terry E McGovem/FUAPHIS/USDA.
John N WorJeyiTX/APHIS/USDA. Helene R 'w'r"VJhtjCA.lAPHIS..lUSDA. Joseph L D avidson/TX/APHIS/USDA.
Robert A VlasikJTXlAPHIS/USDA

C!:: OtheL T.Forrester@aphi$.usdagov
Subject Letters to SlWOlt the registration of S~

FYI

From: "Gordon Tween" <gtween@aphisguate.rom> on 03/06/200207:39 AM CST
Please respond 10 "Gordon Tween- <gtween@aphisguate.rom>

To: <medfly@guate.net>
cc: <Sue.D.McCcmbs@aphis.usda-gcv>. -Stephen A Knighr <StephenAKnigtrt@aphis.usda.gov>.
"Ramon Ochoa" <rochoa@tap.com.mx>. "Oscar MoraJes" <oscarmor@inte/netnet.gt>. "Mangan. Robert"
<mangan@Weslaro.ars.usda.gov>. Jesus Reyes Flores <jreyes@protecnetgc.cr>.
<James.R.Reynolds@aphis.usda.gov>. "Heath. Robert" <miarh@ars-grin.gov>. "Heath. Roberf'
<rheath@saa.ars.usdagov>. ~mes. PatrickJ." <pjgomes@aphisguate.com>. -FemandezArroyo. Pablo
\(P\)" <PFERNANDEZARROYO@dow.com>. -Dr. Roger Vargas" <rvargas@pbarc.ars.usda.gov>. "Dr. Pedro
Rendon- <prendon@gold.9uate.net>

Subject Letters to Support the registration of Spinosad

ToAJI-

THIS IS AN IMPORTANT MESSAGE
Now is the 1ime 10 send a S1rcng message regarding the need for regiS1ering
SUCCESS (spinosad) as a.n organic bait for fruit flies. After tfte
meeting in Austin. Texas next montf1 it will be 1co late. Contad T eung. F.

Chin if
there are any remaining questions on where the letters need 10 be addressed.

FYI: Attached is the address 10 send comments 10 the USDA Na1ionaJ

O~anic Program fur O1'9~nic spinosad.

http://www.ams. usda. gov/nop/nop2000/n op21 a)n1acLi nformation. htm

Attention: Spinosad Petition
Richard Mathews

Program Manager
USDA-AMS- TM-National Organic Program
Room 251 o..south Building
1400 and Independence Avenue. SW
Washington. DC 20250-0020



Telephone: (202) 720-3252
Fax: (202) 205-7808
email: NOFWebmaster@usda.gcv

(See attached file: spinsadepa.wpq)

-Original Message -
From: <T eung.F.Chin@aphis.usda.gov>
To: <gtween@aphisguate.ccm>
Sent Tuesday, Mardt as, 2OQ2 5:33 PM
Subject: Spinosad

>
> Forwarded by Teung F Chin/MDlAPHIS/USDA on
> 03/05r2.002 06:33 PM -
>
> (Embedded Teung F Chin
> image moved 03/05/2002 06:29 PM
> to file: (Embedded image moved to file:
> pic32697.poc) pic29477.pcx}
>
>
>
>
> To: "Gordon Tween- <g1Ween@aphisguate.com>. -Gordon Tween"
> <gtween@aphisguate.com>
> cc: Stephen A KnightlMD/APHIS/USDA@USDA Susan J
> aT ooleIMD/APHIS/USDA@USDA
>
> Subject: Spinosad
>
> Gordon:
>
> Haven't heard from you regarding the filing of comments to me National
> Organic Program. Our goals was 10 have them submitted by 1f1e end of
> February but there's still time in March.
>
> As you know, the APHIS Grasshopper Progral:J1 sent in "their comments.
> '

> Steve Knight said "!he Citrus Mutua! folks will send in theirs.

>
> Let me know if I can be of seNice for MOSCAMED Guatemala.

>
> I'll touch base with DcwAgrc tomorrow.
>
> Teung
>
>



Strother, Toni

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mathews, Richard
Monday, Apri/15, 2002 5:54 PM
Strother, Toni
FW: Spinosad petition

In case I didn't already send this

Original Message From: Johnathan Edelson [mailto:jedelson-okstate@lane-ag.org]

Sent: Thursday, March 07, 2002 11:36 AMTo: 

Mathews, RichardCc: 

lwalton@dow.com%inter2Subject: 

Spinosad petition

Dear Mr. Mathews:

I am writing to you in regards to a pending decision on registering spinosad
products for organic production under USDA regulations. I am a research
ent9mologist and have spent most of my career developing IPM programs for
commercial vegetable crop producers in the southern U.S. A significant
group of the producers is of course focused on organic production. I have
also worked for several years with spinosad products in small replicated
trials determining efficacy and developing use patterns for producers.

I am convinced that the products are excellent in te~ of targeted efficacy
for managing lepidopterous and thrips pests of vegetable crops. My review
of the safety information indicates that the materials are environmentally
benign and of extreme low toxicity to non-target organisms including humans.
I would not hesitate to recommend the products for commercial or home owner
use whether the target market is organic or not. Based on review of current
labels for organic pesticides including those for B.t. products it appears
to me that the spinosad products fit the same niche in terms of efficacy and
environmental effects.

The organic producers have great need for this product as a choice in
developing an ins~cticide resistance management strategy as insects
including the diamondback moth increasingly come under pressure and develop
resistance to the B.t. products.

If you have questions feel free to contact me

Jonathan Edelson, Professor of Entomology
Oklahoma State University
jedelson-okstate@lane-ag.org

1
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Organic Products, Inc.

April 17> 2002

Mr. Richard Mathews
Acting Program Manager
National Organic Standards Board
USDA-AMS- TM-NOP

VIA FACSIMILE: 202-205-7808

Dear Mr. Mathews:

I am wri~g to express support for organic certification of"Spinosad~' foT controJ of the
olive fruit fly. This pest pas the potential to devastate both the table olive and olive oil
industries in California. ,. Acceptable" levels of olive fly damage foT the table olive
industry are 2% or less; for the oil industry, 5-10% is the maximum degree of damage
that wi1] permit production of a virgin olive oil. Under these conditions.; organic table
oJiveproduction is in1possiple, and organic olive oil production win be severely curtailed.

There is particular urgency at this time, as in order for Spino sad to be effective against
the oljve fly, jt must be applied to the trees prior to pit hardening, which typically occurs
in .Tune (this year's growing season is particularly advanced, therefore pit hardening will
like)y commence even earlier). Without approval before this time, much oftbe organic
olive production in California may be jeopardiz~. .

There is cuuently no allowed means of controlling this fly organically. Spinosad,
derived from a natural soil actinomycete, bas been shown to be highly effective against
the olive fly. I believe Spinosarl is an excellent candidate for certification by the National
Organic Program. I urge you to act promptly to approve an appropriate formulation of
Spinosad and to enable California's organic olive growers to utilize this material for the

2002 season.

Thank you very much for your attention to this matter of great urgency for California's

organic olive induStries.

fL'-T-r-
Neil Blomquist
President

Sincerely,
, ~,

\{\ .\~.

--
Tel: 707 778 8900

800 9'5 2705
_.spectrumDatUr3Js. CQm

--
Ad.m18tratiO. .~r.tion.

133 Cop~land St.
Petaluma .(~ 94'152

F2X: 701 76.'1 to"Z6

--
Corporate. saJes .M8rketins
1304 South Point Blvd. Suite 280

P~\a!uma .CA 9.'54
FAX: 107 765 80470



Gail Faries [gail@texasorganic.com]
Wednesday, April 10, 2002 5:09 PM
Benham, Katherine
Spinosad

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

~
tmp.htm

Dear Ms Benham.,

I am writing on behalf of the Texas Organic Cotton Marketing Cooperative in support of the
inclusion of Spinosad on the NOSB list of approved organic substances. The benefits of
Spinosad are its cost effectiveness, its effectiveness in controlling insect pests (both
beet army worms and bollworms), its low impact on beneficial insects, and its low toxicity
to the environment.

Please approve the inclusion of Spinosad to the NOSB list of approved organic materials.

Sincerely,

Gail Faries, CEO
Texas Organic Cotton Marketing Cooperative
2514 82nd street, ste D
Lubbock, TX 79423
806.748.8336 Phone
806.748.8302 Fax
806.759.6078 Cell

1
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Mr. Richard Mathews

Acting Program Manager
National Organic St:andard£ Board

USDA-AMS- TM-NOP
Fax #: 202/205-7808

Dear Mr. MatheWs:

13m writing, to express support for organic certification of"Spinosad7' for control of:"thc
olive; fruit fly- 111is pest ha.'5 tIle putCIILi<tl Lu Jcv~laLc buill Lhe Labl~ oliv~ and olive oj]
industri~ in California. "Acceptable" levels of olive fly da,mage for the table olive
industry are 2% or less; for the oil indus1ry, 5-100/0 is the maximum degrcc of damage
that will pcrmit production of a virgin olive oil. Last year, olive fly damage in parts of
California exceeded 1000/0. Under these conditions, organic table olive produCtion is
impossible, and organic olive oil producuop will be severely curtailed. -

There is particular urgency at this time as, in order tor Spinosad to be effet.'tive against
tl1e olive ny, iL JJIU.5t lJt; <tppJi(;\J Lu LlIl; LIc.."t::) at lli~ tim~ uf pit hard~ning, which typically

occurs in June (this ycar's gz"Owing season is particularly advanced, thcreforc pit

hardening willlikcly commence even earlier). Without approval hctoce thj~ time.. mu~h
of thc organic olive pI'Oduction in California may be jcopardized.

111t:JC:: i~ <"-Ull~ll.1y uu wl(Jw~ meam! of controlling this fly organjc3.lIy. Spinosad,

derived from a natural soil actinomycete, has been ShOWll to be highly effective agd.inst
tl1e olive l1y. I b(:li~v~ SViuu~u i~ "cUll:Xl.;cllI.:Ill \;andidale (ur certification by the National
Organic Program. I urge you to act promptly to approve an appropriate torn1ulation of
Spmosadal1d to cnable Calitornia's organic olive growers to utilize this material for the
2002 season. .

Thank you very much tor your attention to this matter of great urgency tor Califomia'.s
organJC olive industries.

Sincer-ely.
~..6&-""2.~--<'" ~ ~ Z:..~
,.-7'C/c.~<:- ~-t!/.l.1 ;.> ~_~4 ...t(

/ 2 <6' / ~ ~-~ ft, ..,;:;?"" .
?-;;?e:",..-z-:Ed:-:~~/ c.:;;£!. / cT77t:;

-af:. C fY3J ~S-;; -/q,a'; S-
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Sue Eller-~ 8. Tom Hunter- £7071895-2848 p.l

STELLA CADENTE OLIVE OIL COMPANY
P. O. BOX 160

BOONVILLE, CA. 95415

TEL: 707-895.2848

EMAJL: geliacade~cific.net
www .stellacadente. COIn

Mr. Richard Mathews
Acting Program Manager
National Organic Standards Board
USDA- AMS- TM- NOP
Fax #: 2021205-7808

Dear Mr. Mathews;

I am writing to express support for organic certification of '"Spino sad" for control of the
olive furit fly. This pest has the potential to devastate both the table olive and olive on
industries in California. "Acceptablc" leve]s of olive fly damage ror the table olive
industry are 2% or less; for the oil industry, 5-100/0 is the maximum degrcc of damage
that will permit production of a virgjn olive oil. Last year, olive fly damage in parts of
California exceeded 100%. Under these conditions, organic table olive production is
impossible, and organic olive oil production will be severely curtailed.

There is particular urgency at this time as, in ordcr for Spinosad to be effective against
the olive fly, it must be applied to the trees at the time of pit hardening, which typically
occurs in June (~year's growing season is particularly advanc~ 'therefore pit
hardening will likely commence even earlier). WIthout approval before this time~ much
of the organic olive production in California may be jeopardized.

There is currently no a11owed means of controlling this fly organically. Spinosad,
derived from a natural soil actinomycete, bas been shown to be highly effective against
the olive fly- I believe Spmosad is an excellent candidate for certification by-the National
Organic Program. I urge you to act promptly to approve an appropriate formulation of
Spinosad and to enable California' s organic olive growers to utilize this material for the
2002 season.
Thank you very much for your attention to this matter of great urgency fOT California's
organic olive industries.

Sin~ly>-".. .-::-.;-'
, --~.."., ~~...K:- ~~~~., '

Sue Ellery ---

President
Stella Cadente Olive Oil Company



Apr. 18 2002 OS:59A'1 PiFAX.!'(J. :8144661191

r:EO~

Robert B. Anderson
RR 1 J Box 329

Centre Hall. PA 16828
814-488-7032
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FROM: BOBANffiSQN FAX NO. :8144661191 Apr. 18 2002 OS: 59AM P2

David Carter, Chairmon
National Organic Standards Board
United States Department ()f Aori(;llitll~
Washington DC

'~~..jd;"
Dear Chairman Clark,

Water throughout the U.S. vanes widely in hardness and diss04ved salts such as
carbonates. Eccnnmic operation of steam plants requires that some mcthod of
corrosion prevention be used. Most plants cannot jeoparrJize the entire complex by
shutting off steam additives for 24 h()JJ~ in Mvance of running small organic
production (frequently on only one of many production Jines). Alternatives such :1S
installation of de-aJkaJizer/de'-aerator systems. use of stainless steel Piping to reduce
corrosion, and other d1anges required eaSIly run into hundreds of thousands ot
dollars.

Mos. importantly, it i$ virtually Impossible for a small, totally organic processor to
operate efficiently and economically wilt! uut this boiler addltJve. Ana U5 organIc
companies may not be able to process organic foods.

Currently. a common practice of shutting off the amlnes when processing organic
products creates another p(')t~ntjaf problem because of metaJ leaching (e~'fy
copper and nickel) from the pipes being cannibalized by the oxygen and salts in the
water. Additionally I as organic runs become longer processors will be challenged
because shutting off the amines will cause severe damage to their equipment from
con"osion.

I suggest that the NOSe compare the processing plants need for some allowances
in the use or lIl~ types 01 ma:terialS Witt1 the fsrmers neea to use inerts in
production malena's, or the need to use tradors that emit hydrocarbons or leak fuel
or lubricating oils into thc ficld and crops. Th~e chcmlca~ ~re only trJere In trace
amounts, but if they were banned, fanners would have to abandon- modem
machinAry i11 /)rganic agriculture. Similarly, banningviabJe methods of prevenUng
stearn corrosion will reduce the number of producers who can process and package
o~anic foods increase the cost of processing and, nvAmll. decrease 1he number of
organic products available to the consumer.

As we have seen time and time again, as the NOSe has allowed materials with a
predetermined phase out, the organic Industry has worked diligently to provide
acceptable alternatives.

Pleax consider recommendiflg the u~ of DEAE. witJT a ~year phase out, as water
treatment in organic Processing facilities.

Respedfully submitted,

/d~.v'" '5 4 c.~-: Robert B. Anderson

SUST A TtABlE STRATEGIES

Aavisors in Food and AgriCUlture

RR 1 Box 329. Caltre HaD PA 16828.814.466.7032.cen Phcne S70A'1O.(W)1 hnhflT1~1~17~.=

AAvisorosi.
FOod: ...AgrlI::8ltanI
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DA YBREAK FARMS; INC.
P. O. Box 416~ Traver, CA 93673

(559) 790-5151 ~ll, (559) 897-0340 fax

April 17. 2002

Acting Progmm :Manager
USDA-AMS- TM-NOP
Room 2S 1 O-Soudt Building
1400 andIndepci ldence Avenue, SW
W~ington, OC 202:50.00020
Tel. (202) 720-3252
Fex (202) 205-7808

Re: Spinosad petition

Dear Manager,

:tvfy wife and I along with our five children grow U'ee frWt on 440 a~ in centIal California.
Since 1987 I have been co~ looking for ways to reduce the us~ ofharsh synthetic
pesticides. My go3l is to farm with an organic cmificatiori. I have ~joyed working within the
created arder by promoiiDg and protectiIJg nsturnl prtdatats an our farm and usin[; safe and/or
natural ways ofredU'--ing insect pests. .As I have been using softer me~'C to combat insect pests
over the past 15 years I have often run into substaA."'ltial problem5 with secondary pests that have
not been a problem in the pa&. One of these pests is the Katydid grasshopper. Anothl:r pest '/hat I
have not hem able to rontxol with organic method1 is the Western Flower thrip.

Spinosad in "the EP A registered famn.1laticm of Suc~ has been an invaluable tool that has
helped me in my quem to farm using only natural and safe methods. Success has replaced the use
of Lanate in my ~ to control thrip. I have also used Success in rotation with my Bacill1JS
thuringicnsis sprays to control ~ Twig Bore. Success has alro proven to be efficacious in its
ctmtrol of Katydid grasshOppa'S in their esrly instars.

Sacchsropolyspora spincsa bacterium is a nat1Jl'ally occurring organism and 3p~ is a
naturally daived product produced through its fermentation. Spin~arl has become an important
tool in my IPM program. In my quest to farm organically, Spinosad is needed as an aIp1ically
certified ~ If Spincsad is granted an organic status. f2rmers wanting to grow orggnically
will Me another effective bioinsecticide to use to remain competitive and economically viable.
The bottom line is that more food products will be produced oIgWdnically if Spinosad i" gIW1ted an

~c status.

...0rg9n1 c status"

&:/J' I.ch~)Saral;~::k~~ t
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Mr. Ricbard Mailiews
Acting Program Manager
National Organic Standards Board
USDA-AMS-1M-NOP
Fax #: 202/205-7808

Dear Mr. Mathews;

I am writing to express support for organic certification of c'Spinosad" for control of the I
olive fruit fly. '. This pest has the potential to devastate both the tabJe olive and olive oil
mdustries. in C~omi~ "Acceptable" levels of olive. fly damage for the table olive
industry are 2% or less; for the oil industry" 5-10% is the maximum degree of damagc
that. will permit production of a virgin olive oil. Last year, olive fly damage in parts of
California exceeded 100%. Under these conditio~ organic table olive production is
impossible, and organic olive oil production will be severely cUrtailed.

i
I!

I
There is pClrticular urgency at this time as, in order for Spinosad to be effective against
the olive fly, it must be applied to the trees at the rime of pit hardening, which typically
occurs in June (this year's' growing season is particularly advanced, therefore pit
hardening will likely coIpmence even e8Il,ier). Wirhout approval before this time" much
of the organic olive production in California may be jeopardized.

There is currently no allowed means of controlling this fly organically. Spino sad,
derived from a natural soil actinomycete, has been shown to be highly effccrive against
the olive fly. I believe Spinosad is an excellent candidate for certification by the National
Organic Program. I urge you to act promptly to approve an appropriate formulation of
Spinosad and to enable ,CalifonUa.'s organic olive growers to utilize this material for the
2002 season.

Thank you very mucll for your attention to tbi,s matter of great urgency for California's
organic olive industries. '

Sincerely,

C::~Q~~~~~~?7~:>~~~~~~~~ .0
Janet Gentile Herrero
POBox 456
Calistoga, CA 94515
Fax (707) 942-1139

f4~ I;
I "

I!


